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November 17, 1978 
VIA POUCH MAIL 


Or. <3. Esler Xnskeep 
Senior Patent Agent 
Philip Morris Zneorpornted 
Research Center 
Post Offloe Box 26583 
Richmond, Virginia 23261 


Ret Oar Pile So, : 582-785 

Your File So, t PM 606 

Dear Dr. Znskeept 

We have now finally received a further Official Action 
in connection with the above-identified patent application, a copy 
of which is enclosed herewith. 

As you will note, the Examiner is once again allowing 
Claims 5 and 6, the claims directed to potassium and sodium 
aspartate, respectively. 

Additionally, aa you will else note, the Barlow et al. 
reference is no longer being applied as a primary refarence in 
view of ou? recently filed response, and instead the Examiner is 
once ngnin resorting to the Wagner reference which he originally 
cited in the very firet Office Action. 

" r '* 

Finally, in paragraph 8 of tha Action, the Examiner also 
requires that e drawing be now filed in this case. We believe that 
nnoh e requirement is absurd end will traverse the seme. 

Your comments end instructions with respect to this 
Office Action are solicited. Please note that a response must be 
filed in the Patent Office by February 3, 1978. 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/xkyjOOOO 




Dr. 6. Esler Znskeep 
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November 17, 1978 


From our previous telephone conversations, it would appear 
that you will accept the allowance of Claims 5 and 6 and have the 
case issue. Of course# we still face the problem of the required 
drawing. 


Looking forward to receiving your instructions well in 
due time, we remain. 


Sincerely yours. 


Morris N. Reinisch 

MNRica 

Enc. 
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